STATE OF DELAWARE
DeEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

& ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL

Division oF AR & WASTE MANAGEMENT
156 S. STATE STREET
AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT Dover, DeLaware 19901 TELEPHONE: (302) 739 - 4791
SECTION Fax No.. (302) 739-3106

October 17,2005

Ms. Judy Katz (3AP00)

Director

Air Protection Division

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region I1I

1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Dear Ms. Katz: :/A“fi?

Enclosed for your records isasigned copy of the Memorandum of Understanding| MOU)
between the State of Delaware Air Quality Management Section and the U. S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region I1I for the TitleV Operating Permits Program and the Compliance
Program.

Sincerely,
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
BETWEEN THE
STATE OF DELAWARE
AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT SECTION
AND
US EPA -REGION 3
AIR PROTECTION DIVISION

GENERAL POLICY STATEMENT:

A.

Over the coming years we will continue to work clesely with our state and
local agency partnersto sharpen our focus on achieving measurable
environmental results. ThisMOU isdesigned, in part, to help achieve two of
thefive goals presented in EPA’s 2003 Strategic Plan - namely, Goal 1, Clean
Air and Global Climate Changeand Goal 5, Compliance and Environmental

Stewardship as those goals apply to criteria and hazardous air pollutantsfor
ambient air.

ThisMemorandum of Understanding (hereinafter “MOU”) defines policies,
procedures, and responsibilities by which the operating permits program,
and theair compliance program will be administered by both the Delaware
Air Quality Management Section (hereinafter “Delaware”) and the United
States Environmental Protection Agency, Region 3, Air Protection Division
(hereinafter “EPA™). Such agreement will be maintained consistent with the
Clean Air Act (CAA), and other existing regulations, and national policies.

ThisMOU may be modified after mutual consent of both partiesfor any
purpose. Any revisionsor modifications to thisMOU shall bein writing
signed by Delaware and EPA.

PURPOSE:

A.

ThisMOU isentered into jointly by Delaware and the EPA for purposes of
implementing the Title V Permits Program and the Air Compliance
Program. Each party isresponsiblefor ensuring that its obligations for Title
V Permits under part 70 and TitleV of the CAA are met accordingly. Also,
that each party isresponsible for adherence to national enforcement policies,
and reporting of Minimum Data Requirements (MDRs) into the national
AIRSFacility Subsystem (AFS) consistent with national time frames. Both



C.

parties agreeto maintain a sufficient level of communication, cooperation,
and coordination between their respective staffsto ensure successful and
effectiveadministration of theTitleV Operating Program and the Air
Compliance Program.

Where provisionsor conditions of this MOU conflict with any portion of
previous agreements between Delaware and the EPA, the provisions or
conditions of thisMOU shall supersedethose provisions or conditions of the
prior agreements.

Both partiesalso agree to maintain alist of contact personsinvolved with
implementation of both programs.

JH. - GENERAL RESPONSIBILITIES:

A.

Notwithstanding the statutory and regulatory authority or any inter-agency
agreements between Delaware and EPA, the State of Delaware hasthe
primary responsibility for implementation of the Title V Operating Permits
Program, aswell as primary responsibility for implementation of national
compliance policiesand data reporting obligations. Delaware shall conduct
its compliance and enforcement activities in accordance with the national
Timely and A ppropriate Enforcement Response to High Priority Violators
and the Compliance Monitoring Strategy (hereinafter **policies™).

In general, whilethis agreement provides Delawarewith responsibility for
initial enforcement, it isalso intended to memorialize an oversight rolefor
EPA. The EPA shall monitor compliance on a national and regional levd.
The EPA shall ensure that the implementation of environmental regulations
through compliance assistance and/or enforcement activitiesis provided in a
consistent fashion across the Region. Further EPA will ensuretimely and
appropriate Delaware enforcement against violators subject to, and
consistent with, the above national policiesin order to maintain a high rate

— —of compliance by the regulated ¢ mmmmity. This document does not give any

third party rights, nor doesit limit EPA’s authority under the CAA, nor
limit Delaware's rights in any way.

V. TERM OF MOU:

ThisMOU shall be effective upon execution by appropriate representatives
of Delawareand EPA. It shall remain in effect unlessterminated 30 days
after written notice by either party.



V.  MODIFICATION TO MOU:

ThisMOU will be modified in thefutureto reflect experiencesin its
implementation, aswell as acknowledgerevisionsto national regulations,

policies and/or guidance. This MOU may be modified only by written mutual
agreement of Delawareand EPA.

VI, DISPUTE RESOLUTION:

Delaware and EPA shall view conflictsarising in the implementation of this
MOU as an opportunity for discussion and improvement. With respect to the
Compliance Program, Delaware and EPA shall address any disputes
consistent with the Consultative Framework Processfor Compliance and
-Enforecement Coordination. Specifically, if conflicts arise between Delaware
and EPA staff regarding implementation of this MOU, attemptsshall be
madeto resolvethem at thelowest staff level possible. Conflictswhich cannot
beresolved to the satisfaction of Delaware's Program Manager for
Engineering and Compliance and EPA’s Associate Director for Enforcement
and Permits Review, will be elevated to Delaware's Program Administrator

of the Air Quality Management Section, and EPA’s Director of theAir
Protection Division.

VII. SPECIFIC RESPONSIBILITIESof the DELAWARE AIR QUALITY
MANAGEMENT SECTION for TITLEV OPERATING PERMITS

A

TITLEV IMPLEMENTATION

1 The State of Delawareshall implement its Title V operating permit

program consistent with its operating permit program regulations as
approved by EPA on October 3,2001.

2 The State of Delawareshall ensurethat al sources subjectto its Title
'V operating permit program regulations submit timely applications -
forinitial permits and permit renewals, and any relevant permit
modifications.
3. The State of Delaware shall meet thefollowing milestones:
i. Issue al initial permits by December 31,2005.

il. After the effectivedate of thisMOU, issue100% of new
initial permits within 18 months of receipt of a complete



application.

iii.  After theeffectivedate of thisMOU, issue 75% of
renewalswithin 18 months of expiration date.

iv. After the effectivedate of thisMOU, issue 75% of
significant permit modificationswithin 18 months of
receipt of a complete application.

4 The State of Delawareshall cooperatewith EPA duringany TitleV
Operating Permit program evaluation and cellaberatively determine
how best to implement mutually agreed upon measures that would
improve program performance.

B. INFORMATION MANAGEMENT and REPORTING

By December 1 of each year, Delaware shall submit a report with the
followinginformation, for the prior EPA fiscal year:

1.
2,

3.

Number of initial permitsissued.

Number of initial sourcesfor which a permit isrequired but
not yet issued. _

Number of new initial TitleV permit applicationsreceived and
number processed within 18 months of receipt of a complete
application.

Number of renewal applicationsreceived and number of
renewal sissued within 18 months of permit expiration date.
Number of significant permit modification applications
received and number processed within 18 months.

y These permit statistics should be a separate report for those data
elements not reported in AFS.

VIIl. SPECIFIC RESPONSIBILITIESof the DELAWARE AIR QUALITY
MANAGEMENT SECTION for AIR COMPLIANCEACTIVITIES

A. COMPLIANCE and ENFORCEMENT

1.

Delaware shall operate its compliance and inspection program
consistent with the national policy known asthe' Clean Air
Act Stationary Source Compliance Monitoring Strategy",
dated April 25,2001, and EPA Region 3's Area Source
Delegation Implementation Strategy, dated June8,1999. The
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emphasis by Delaware shall reflect a balance between TitleV
major sources, a limited subset of synthetic minor (SM)
sources, and alimited subset of MACT area sources whose
compliancedate was on or before June8,1999.

Delawareis responsiblefor monitoring compliance of
stationary sources of air emissions, taking appropriate
enforcement action against violators of permitting and
regulatory requirements and addressing citizens complaints
regarding nuisancesituations and air pollution events.
Delawareisalso responsiblefor supporting EPA’s AFS
database in several capacities. Thereare currently 256 sources
of air emissionsin Delaware, Theseare morethan the Air
Quality Management Section has resources to inspect each
year. Therefore, a select number are chosento be monitored
each year. Thesourcesshall be selected for on and/er off-site
monitoring based on sze, potential impact on air quality,
citizen concerns and importance to the regulatory scheme. As
a result, thosesources that have the greatest potential for
adverse impact will be considered a priority for receiving afull
compliance evaluation (majors, synthetic minors, and minor
MACT sources). Other facilitiesare overseen through other
means, such as partial compliance evaluations which includes
limited scopesitevisitsand record reviews (stack test reports,
telemetry data, production/raw material usage data, VOC
content analysis, eic.). Somefacilitiesbecome priorities
throughout the year due to complaints being received or asa
result of rising complianceconcerns. Also, specid initiatives
will be undertaken at timesto focus on a single category of
sources. Delaware's projected compliance monitoring
activities should be embodied in an overall Compliance
Monitoring Plan.

B. INFORMATION MANAGEMENT and REPORTING

1

By November 1 of each year, identify in AFS all sources
planned to beinspected for this Federal fiscal year

By July 1 of each year, submit a revised CMP to EPA, if
necessary, delineating by years1 and 2 sourcesthat will be
inspected, and whether thoseinspectionswill be on-siteor off-
site, afull compliance evaluation, partial compliance
evaluation or an investigation; alist of mega-sites, including
the basisfor identifying each source as a mega-site unless

7




already approved by the Officeof Enforcement and Permits
Review.

Providefor reporting into AFSwithin 60 days of completion
thefollowing: identified, addressed, and resolved HPVs;
Inspection compliance status; penalties assessed and penalties
paid; Permitsissued: TitleV, major NSR/PSD, and SM; Date
of tests, pollutants tested, and compliance results for stack tests
for major sources; and date reviewed and facility compliance
statusfor TitleV annual compliance certifications.

Identify to EPA all sources subject to the Timely and

Appropriate Policy within the policy's time-framesand APD
enforcement guidance.

Attempt to calculate emission reductions, where practicable,
with every concluded enforcement settlement.

C. COMMUNICATIONS

1.

-

Participate in T&A conferencecdls.

Identify to EPA all sourcessubject to the T&A Policy within
the policy's time-frames and APD enforcement guidance.

On an as necessary basis, provide copies of NOVs and other
noncompliance determinations for major sources and synthetic
minors identified as HPVs during the monthly/quarterly T& A
conference calls and/or meetings. Also provide copies of

follow-up enforcement actions, penalty amounts and dates
paid.

Resolve actions consistent with the Timely and Appropriate
Enforcement Response Policy for High Priority Violations.

IX. SPECIFIC RESPONSIBILITIES of the US EPA - REGION 3

A. PERMITS

1

The EPA shall operate pursuant to national and regional
operating permit program initiativesthat shall be delineated in
Region 3's Annual MOA with EPA Headquarters, and may be
modified as necessary and appropriate.

8



COMPLIANCE and ENFORCEMENT

1.

2

The EPA shall operate pursuant to national and regional
compliance and enforcement initiatives that shall be delineated
in Region 3's Annual M OA with EPA Headquarters, and may
be modified as necessary and appropriate.

The EPA shall conduct inspections of planned national and
regional sectors that will be shared with Delaware at the
beginning of each Fiscal Year.

The EPA shall take action pursuant to Sections1130r 114 of
the Clean Air Act where Delaware requests such action or
wherethere existsa violation of afederal order or decreeor a
national or regional initiative.

The EPA shall confer with Delaware prior to initiating any
action pursuant to Sections 113 or 114 of the Clean Air Act.
Such communication shall occur as soon asthe EPA hasreason
to believesuch action is necessary.

The EPA shall share with Delaware compliance assistance
information it has developed or intends to use itself.

INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

Le

The EPA shall share with Delaware information periodically
generated or accumulated for compliance or enforcement
purposes to promote an awareness of its activities, and for mid-
year or year-end program-wide analysis.

The EPA and Delaware shall consult as necessary and
appropriate, but not lessthan once every four monthsas part
of the T& A communications to discuss compliance and
enforcement efforts. During such meetings, thefollowing
information shall be shared:

planned federal inspections
. planned federal enforcement activities

Hi. progress with ongoing federal enforcement
actions



D.

TRAINING

, The EPA shall, at the request of Delaware, providetraining
regarding regulations, guidance, or other matters relevant to
theTitleV Operating Permit program, as resources allow.

2. TheEPA shall, at the request of Delaware, providetraining on
regulations, guidance, inspection procedures, or other matters
relevant to compliance and enforcement activities, as resources
permrit alow.

3. TheEPA shall conduct an annual workshop for AFS data
management, and on-sitetraining, when requested and
assuming available travel funds exigt.

X.  PROGRAM EVALUATION

A

TITLEV PERMITS

TheEPA shall, on a periodic basis, conduct comprehensive TitleV
Operating Permit program and permit content evaluations. Such
evaluations shall,be coordinated with Delawarein advance and with
identified procedures.

COMPLIANCE AND ENFORCEMENT

Any evaluation of Delaware's compliance and enforcement program
must account for the unique requirements, approaches, issues, and
authorities of the Department of Natural Resourcesand
Environmental Control. Any such evaluation must beon a program-
wide basis at the close of each federal fiscal year or as part of a
national initiative such as the Oversight Review Framework.
Notwithstanding such evaluation, Delawareand the EPA will review
issues relativeto the implementation of thisMOU as part of the T& A
Meetings. Thefollowing may be considered:

. compliance rates

il. rates of recurring noncompliance and specific chronic
violators

ii. sources on the national **Watch List" data base
V2 frequency and adequacy of communications
V. coordination efforts

10



Vi. penalty adequacy
vii.  AFS data quality
viii. compliancewith the national Compliance Monitoring

Strategy
ix. Inspection thoroughness
e timelinessof enforcement actions

xi, appropriatenessof enforcement actions

C. GENERAL

Evaluation of Delaware's air compliance and permit programs must
consider the degree to which the EPA acted asa leader for, partner
with, and enabler of the Delaware Air Quality Management Section
relative to compliance, enforcement and permit activities. Such
evaluation shall occur at the close of each federal fiscal year, or other
timeframeas may be mutually agreed upon.

For the State of Delaware;

MM%‘//L kil

Al Mifzakhalili; Program Administrator Date:
Air Quality Management Section

For theUS Envwonmental Protection Agency - Region 3

Cloyt

J udltﬁ Katz, Dlrectg? Date:
Air Protection D|V|S|on
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S UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
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M 8 1650 Arch Street
S Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103-2029
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Mr. Ali Mirzakhalili, Director
Air Quality Management Section 150cT 207
Delaware Department of Natural Resources
& Environmental Control
156 South State Street
Dover, DE 19901-1401

Dear Mr. Mirzakhalili: 1/

In the fall of K,we entered into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Delaware Department of Natural
Resources and Environmental Control regarding the management and oversight of the Title V
Operating Permit Program and Air Compliance Program in Delaware. The purpose of this letter
is to clarify the existing MOU to recognize your obligation to satisfy a more recent national EPA
data collection request regarding the Title V program.

On August 16, 2006, EPA issued a memorandum entitled, “Revisions to Data Used for
Title V Administrative Tracking (TOPS)” (enclosed). The memorandum establishes a uniform
reporting instrument for the provision of Title V operating permit program implementation data
to EPA by all permitting authorities in the country. This semiannual Title V permit data report
requires the collection of data elements that are more inclusive than those data elements
prescribed in Section VIL.B. of the MOU. Therefore, this letter affirms that your submission of
the semiannual Title V permit data report as detailed in the August 16, 2006 memorandum by
July 31 and January 31 of each year will necessarily satisfy the reporting obligations of Section
VILB. of the MOU.

Please append this letter to the existing signed MOU as a means to clarify your
obligations under Section VIL.B. If you have concerns regarding this letter or do not wish to

affect the MOU in this fashion, please contact me so that we may discuss other alternatives.

Sincerely,

Judith M. Katz, Director
Air Protection Division

Enclosure

"o" Printed on 100% recycled/recyclable paper with 100% post-consumer fiber and process chlorine free.
Customer Service Hotline: 1-800-438-2474
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AUG 16 2006

OFFICE OF
AIR QUALITY PLANNING
AND STANDARDS

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Revisions to Data Us -./.‘ for Title V Administrative Tracking (TOPS)

FROM: William T. Harr@8iX[p.4/5
Director, Air Quality Policy Division (C504-01)

TO: Regional Air Division Directors

Last year, an EPA work group, led by Region 5, was formed and tasked with
reviewing and updating the data collected and used for tracking progress of the Title V
operating permits program. The purpose of this memorandum is to transmit the revised
data elements that resulted from the work group efforts. The collected data is entered
into an EPA database, the Title V Operating Permits System (TOPS) database, and used
to track State and Local Agency progress in implementing operating permits programs
under 40 CFR Part 70. We are doing this to ensure we maintain adequate data for
program oversight, including for reporting progress to the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) on meeting certain national goals for part 70 program administration
established during OMB’s Performance Assessment Rating Tool (PART) review. The
Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards (OAQPS) are in the process of revising the
TOPS database to include the revised data elements that we collect on issuance of initial
permits, permit renewals, and permit modifications. In addition, we are changing the
data reporting frequency from once a quarter to twice a year.

I am asking EPA Regions to transmit the attached documents to each of their
State and local permitting agencies and to work with them to collect the new data. As
you have done in the past, we will need Regional assistance in gathering the data from
State and local agencies and entering the data into TOPS. We expect the new data to be
reported for the first time in January of 2007, (covering the July-December 2006 period),
although we are making allowances for State and local agencies that cannot meet this
deadline (described as a “transition plan” below). :

State and local permitting authorities were involved in the TOPS revision process.
We first informed State and local agencies of the need to revise TOPS in March 2005
through STAPPA/ALAPCO. In January 2006, we provided a draft of the reporting form

Intemet Address (URL) « hitp://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Ol Based Inks on Recycled Paper (Minimum 26% Postconsumer)



to STAPPA/ALAPCO, and we asked for their input. We received several comments.
Most comments were supportive, but several made specific requests for revisions or
clarifications of the data elements. We have prepared a response to comments document
to address the comments received.

Attached are three documents that provide additional information on these
changes First, a Question and Answer (Q&A) document prov1dmg detailed background
information, including a transition plan for State and local agencies that need more time
to start reporting the revised TOPS data (e.g,, those that need to re-program State
computer systems). Second, a reporting form that State or local agencies may use to
report the data to EPA Regions, which provides detailed explanations of each data
element. Third, a Response to Comments dociment, describing State and local agency
concerns on an earlier draft of the TOPS reporting form and EPA responses, mcludmg
-revisions and clarifications made in response to those concerns.

If you have general questions about TOPS, please call Jeff Herring (OAQPS) at
(919) 541-3195. For more specific questions about the TOPS workgroup or the
definitions of the new data elements, please call Beth Valenziano (EPA Region 5) at
(312) 886-2703.

Attachments



August 16, 2006

Q & A’s on Revisions to TOPS

What is TOPS?

The Title V Operating Permit System (TOPS) is an internal EPA computer database used
to track the progress of State and local permitting authorities (“Permitting Authorities™)
in administering approved part 70 operating permit programs. Currently, each Permitting
Authority provides tracking data four times a year to its EPA Region and the EPA Region
enters the data into TOPS. EPA takes data on issuance of initial operating permits from
TOPS and provides it to the public at
http://www.epa.gov/oar/oaqps/permits/maps/mapslink.html

Why is TOPS being revised?

We seek to improve the administrative tracking data that we have been collecting, and
begin collecting additional data. We are making the revisions to TOPS at this time
because Permitting Authorities have issued most of the first-round initial operating
permits, upon which the current version of TOPS focuses. Those first-round permits are
starting to expire and today’s proposed revisions will enable the Agency to track the
issuance of renewal permits, in addition to other items related to the issuance of initial
permits and permit modifications. We are also revising TOPS to track certain other data
‘elements consistent with an agreement with the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB), resulting from a Performance Assessment Rating Tool (PART) review. Based
on the recent PART review, EPA has established national targets for timely issuance of
initial permits and significant modifications and the revisions to TOPS will track
information relevant to these targets.

How is the data reported and who enters it into TOPS?

In the past, Permitting Authorities have provided administrative tracking data to EPA
Regions every 3 months using various formats. The EPA Regions entered the data into

TOPS.

EPA has developed a reporting form that identifies all of the revised data tracking
elements for TOPS. EPA encourages Permitting Authorities to use this form, as it will
promote data consistency across EPA Regions. For those Permitting Authorities that do
not use the form, they should nevertheless refer to the form to ensure that they are
reporting to EPA all of the revised data elements. See below for the time-line for
submitting the new TOPS data elements. '

Is there a transition plan for gathering this new data from Permitting Authorities?

EPA acknowledges that Permitting Authorities may have to update or revise their internal
administrative tracking systems in response to the revisions to TOPS (e.g., certain
Permitting Authorities may need to start tracking the expiration dates of permits). EPA
hopes that most Permitting Authorities will begin collecting the new TOPS data by July
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2006, so that complete data for the July-December 2006 period will be available in
January 2007. Permitting Authorities that provide the new TOPS information for this 6-
month penod will no longer have to submlt the previous TOPS data on a 3-month basis.

Permitting Authorities unable to provide new TOPS data for the July-December 2006
period may continue to submit old TOPS data for the July-September 2006 and October-
December 2006 periods. EPA requests that all Permitting Authorities report the new
TOPS data for the January-June 2007 reporting period. EPA Regions will continue to
enter the data into TOPS.

What is EPA’s authority to ask States for this information?

- EPA implemented the TOPS system pursuant to Title V of the Clean Air Act and its
implementing regulations (40 CFR Part 70), which authorize EPA to perform oversight
activities for approved operating permit programs. Specifically, 40 CFR 70.10(b)
provides that approved operating permit programs shall be conducted in accordance with
the requirements of 40 CFR Part 70 and of any agreements between the Permitting
Authority and the Administrator concerning operation of the program. Section 70.10(b)
further authorizes EPA to take certain actions if it concludes that a Permitting Authority
is not adequately administering and enforcing its part 70 program. Section 70.4(j) also
provides that information obtained or used in the administration of an operating permit
program must be available to EPA upon request without restriction and in a form
specified by the Admlmstrator including computer readable files to the extent
practicable.

Were Permitting Authorities involved in the revision process?

Permitting Authorities were involved in the revision process. We first informed
Permitting Authorities of the need to revise the administrative tracking data in TOPS in -
March of 2005 through STAPPA/ALAPCO. In January of 2006, we provided a draft of
the data collection form to STAPPA/ALAPCO, and asked for comments. We received
several comments. Most comments were supportive, but several made specific requests
for revisions or clarifications of the data elements. We have prepared a response to
comments document to address the comments received.

What is PART and how does this relate to TOPS?

The PART is an accountability tool used by OMB to drive federal program improvement.
A PART review helps identify a program’s strengths and weaknesses to inform funding
‘and management decisions aimed at making the program more effective. The PART
review for part 70, completed in December 2005, resulted in agreement for EPA to
provide a national percentage of timely issued initial permits and significant
modifications. EPA will be calculating these national percentages, based on the
information provided in TOPS. Note that for fiscal year 2007 the national target for the
percentage of timely issued initial permits is 87% and for timely issued significant
modifications is 94%. “Timely” in this context refers to the statutory and regulatory
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requirements for Permitting Authorities to issue or deny permits within 18 months of
receipt of an administratively complete permit application.

Will additional changes be necessary in the future?

We may need to make adjustments to our requests for tracking data as we gain
implementation experience. Also, additional PART measures for the national permit
program may be necessary as there are on-going discussions with OMB on appropriate
PART measures. If such additional measures are necessary, we may need to revise the -
TOPS data elements further. If this occurs, we intend to work with the EPA Regions and
Permitting Authorities to facilitate any such changes.
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August 16, 2006 -

Introduction

The Title V Operating Permit System (TOPS) is a computer database
‘that EPA uses for Title V program oversight purposes. State and local
permitting authorities (“Permitting Authorities”) currently provide
information to EPA Regions four times a year, and the EPA Regions enter
that information into TOPS. The purpose of TOPS is to track permitting
authority progress in issuing part 70 operating permits. The program
has been in place for over a decade. :

In February 2006, EPA proposed revisions to TOPS and circulated
those revisions to interested stakeholders. This document contains
responses to the comments that stakeholders raised concerning the
February 2006 draft proposed revisions.

We are making the revisions to TOPS at this time because.
Permitting Authorities have issued most of the first-round initial
operating permits, upon which the current version of TOPS focuses.
Those first-round permits are starting to expire and today’s revisions
will enable the Agency to track the issuance of renewal permits, in
addition to other items related to the issuance of initial permits and
permit modifications. We are also revising TOPS to track certain other
data elements consistent with an agreement with the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB), resulting from a Performance Assessment
Rating Tool (PART) ' review. Based on the recent PART review, EPA has
established national targets for timely issuance of initial permits and
significant modifications and the revisions to TOPS will track
information relevant to these targets.

EPA implemented the TOPS system pursuant to Title V of the Clean
Air Act and its implementing regulations (40 CFR Part 70), which
authorize EPA to perform oversight activities for approved operating
permit programs. .Specifically, 40 CFR 70.10(b) provides that approved
operating permit programs shall be conducted in accordance with the
requirements of 40 CFR Part 70 and of any agreements between the
Permitting Authority and the Administrator concerning operation of the
program. Section 70.10(b) further authorizes EPA to take certain
actions if it concludes that a Permitting Authority is not adequately
administering and enforcing its part 70 program. Section 70.4(j) also
provides that information obtained or used in the administration of an
operating permit program must be available to EPA upon request without

! The Performance Assessment Rating Tool (PART) is an accountability

tool used by OMB to drive federal program improvement. A PART review
helps identify a program’s strengths and weaknesses to inform funding
and management decisions aimed at making the program more effective.
The PART review for part 70 was completed in December 2005. As a
result of that review, EPA agreed to provide OMB a national percentage
of timely issued initial permits and significant modifications. EPA
will be calculating these national percentages, based on the
information provided in TOPS. For fiscal year 2007, the national target
for the percentage of timely issued initial permits is 87% and for
timely issued significant modifications is 94%, pursuant to agreement
with OMB. :
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restriction and in a form specified by the Administrator, including
computer readable files to the extent practicable.

A. General

1. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 4 commented that they will i
need to change their automated Quarterly Title V Permitting Report in '

their database to report the data elements specified in the proposed

TOPS revisions. There are numerous permitting offices in the state that

use the same database. As a result, it will take some time for

computer systems programming to implement this regquest statewide.

Response: EPA acknowledges that Permitting Authorities may have to
update their database gueries in response to the changes to TOPS.
Note, however, that the revised TOPS data elements are based on basic
part 70 permit issuance milestones that all Permitting Authorities
should already be tracking.

Permitting Authorities that are able to provide the EPA Regional
Offices the new TOPS information for the July-December 2006 reporting
period should no longer submit quarterly information for the previous
TOPS elements. For these Permitting Authorities, the last quarterly
report submitted under the old TOPS system will be for the April-June
2006 reporting period. Permitting Authorities that are not able to
provide the new TOPS information for the July 2006-December 2006
reporting period should submit the old TOPS information for the July-
September 2006 and October-December 2006 quarterly reporting periods.
To facilitate program oversight, EPA requests that all Permitting
~Authorities report the new TOPS elements beginning with the January-
June 2007 reporting period.

2. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 4 commented that, to address

permit backlog concerns, it might be helpful to draft a plan to

expedite issuance. They recommend that any such plans be drafted :
between the EPA Regions and state and local agencies.

Response: EPA agrees that, once Permitting Authorities begin
submitting the revised TOPS data, it may be appropriate for Permitting
Authorities and EPA Regional Offices to develop permit issuance plans
to address any backlog concerns.

B. Data Element 1: Outstanding Permit Issuance

1. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 suggested that this data
element be static for permitting authorities that either had no
commitment (they would indicate "Not applicable"), or have met the
commitment (e.g., indicating the date completed). Permitting
Authorities that have not completed the commitment should indicate "X
" of XXX commitment applications remaining®.

Response: EPA has revised data element 1 to add the date of
wcommitment” completion. We clarify that for purposes of TOPS
reporting, the term “commitment,” as used in the revised tracking form,
means any agreement (s) by the Permitting Authority concerning
completion dates for initial permit issuance. For example, a letter
from the Permitting Authority to EPA, indicating the number of initial
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permits that will be issued within a specified time period, is a
wcommitment” for purposes of this data element. Permitting Authorities
that do not have commitments would enter “"Not Applicable” in l.a and
1.b.

C. Data element 2: Total Current Part 70 Universe and Permit Universe

1. Data element 2.a. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 raised
several detailed guestions, including requests for clarification of
when to count sources (based on permit application due dates), :
clarification of sources no longer subject to part 70; and additional
detailed scenarios.

Data Element 2.a. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 agrees that
clarification is needed regarding the “known sources that should have
submitted a Part 70 application, but did not”.

Response: EPA has changed this data element to clarify its intent by
focusing less on the varying part 70 program application requirements.
In the proposed revisions to TOPS, EPA proposed that Permitting
Authorities count part 70 sources in this element only after the
sources’ part 70 permit applications become due. EPA chose this
benchmark because Permitting Authorities may not have information
pertaining to sources’ part 70 status until the sources submit the
applications, which in many cases will be 12 months after sources
become subject to part 70. The revised data element now includes all
sources subject to the Permitting Authority’s approved part 70 program
applicability requirements (i.e., requirements equivalent to 40 CFR
70.3). However, the instructions acknowledge. that Permitting
Authorities’ data may be limited prior to the sources’ submission of
part 70 applications.

Accordingly, element 2 is intended to capture. all sources currently
subject to part 70, based on information available to the Permitting
Authority. EPA expects that the majority -of sources identified in
element 2 will still be based on the Permitting Authority’s application
and permit tracking information. However, the Permitting Authority
should count all part 70 sources it has identifieéd, regardless of
sources’ application or permit status. For example, if the Permitting
Authority is aware of new part 70 sources that are not yet required to
submit part 70 permit applications, those sources should be included in
data element 2 as well.

In addition, EPA has added examples of "“sources no longer subject to
part 70,” in the chart, such as sources that have shut down, become
natural minors, or become synthetic minors, and do not have an active
part 70 permit.

2. Data element 2.b. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 provided
several detailed scenarios, asking EPA to further clarify this subset
of the part 70 source universe.

Data element 2.b. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 and a
Permitting Authority in EPA Region 6 requested that EPA clarify the
term “expected to obtain a synthetic minor restriction”. One
Permitting Authority stated that they.do not separately track new
applications that may include requests for minor source limits.
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Data Element 2.b. Two Permitting Authorities in EPA Region 5 requested
clarification of the phrase in the second bullet “synthetic minor
restrictions have expired.”

Response: EPA has revised this data element to further clarify 1it.

The purpose of this data element is to identify the number of part 70
sources that are seeking synthetic minor restrictions to avoid the
applicability of 40 CFR Part 70 (see 40 CFR 70.3), but they have not
yet received such restrictions, and the part 70 program’s application’
due dates have passed. The sources are therefore still subject to Part
70's application and permitting requirements. Some Permitting
Authorities may have a number of sources in this situation, while other
Permitting Authorities may not. Permitting Authorities may also wish
to provide additional information in data element 9 to address any
specific situations and to describe related state program regquirements,
as needed.

pPlease note that, if the Permitting Authority’s part 70 applications do
not readily identify sources seeking synthetic minor restrictions in
lieu of a part 70 permit, the Permitting Authority may include those
sources in 2.a, and need not break them out in 2.b. However, there may
be instances where the Permitting Authority has knowledge -~ separate
and apart from part 70 permit applications - that a source is seeking
synthetic minor restrictions. In such instances, the Permitting
Authority should report this information in data element 2.b. EPA
believes it will not be unduly burdensome toO calculate 2.b because
Permitting Authorities need not determine the part 70 applicability
implications for all synthetic minor requests. Permitting Authorities
will only have to consider requests that are not acted upon before the
part 70 application due date.

EPA has also clarified the meaning of "“sources whose synthetic minor
restrictions have expired” by noting that these include sources with no
synthetic minor restrictions currently in place, even though they may
be eligible for such restrictions. For the purposes of this data
element, the Permitting Authority should include in data element 2.b
sources that previously had limits to avoid part 70 applicability, no
longer have any such limits (even though they may be eligible), and are
now required to submit a part 70 application. Sources with expired
synthetic minor limits that apply for part 70 permits because they are
no longer seeking synthetic minor restrictions should be counted in
2.a, not 2.b. Whether or not a Permitting Authority has any sources in
this situation will depend on the Permitting Authority’s mechanisms for
limiting part 70 applicability, such as whether synthetic minor limits
expire, whether the program allows synthetic minor permit terms. to
extend if the source sSubmits a timely renewal application, whether the
permitting authority has other stop-gap mechanisms to avoid a lapse in
synthetic minor restrictions, etc. .

3. Data element 2.d. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 requested
that EPA clarify the terin “expected” in the data element.

pata element 2.4. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 noted that it
is currently not set up to track this information automatically for’
permits issued to sources having separate source IDs. The Permitting
Authority has quite a few sources where multiple permits are issued to
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the same source under separate IDs including but not limited to steel
mills, their contractors, and some utilities. This could require a
significant manual effort.

Response: For Permitting Authorities that issue separate part 70
permits to single sources, and also track these permits separately, the
source universe identified in data element 2 may be smaller than the
permit-based tracking information in subsequent data elements. For
example, a permitting authority may have a total part 70 source
universe of 200, but those 200 sources may be covered by a total of 250
individual permits. To help reconcile any such discrepancies, data
element 2.d provides a place to identify the permitting authorities’
total permit universe.

The transition period from the old TOPS tracking system to new TOPS,
discussed in A.1 above, should provide Permitting Authorities
sufficient time to adjust current tracking systems. Permitting
Authorities that issue separate part 70 permits to single part 70
sources should be able to ascertain both the number of part 70 sources,
as well as the associated number of part 70 permits. However, 1f the
Permitting Authority issues multiple permits to single sources on the
same time line, i.e., they are issued simultaneously and have identical
5-year permit terms, and the Permitting Authority tracks and reports
these multiple permits as a single permit, then the Permitting
Authority may enter “not applicable” in element 2.d. In addition, EPA
has revised the element to remove the term "expected”, as some
Permitting Authorities found the term confusing.

D. Data element 3: Total Active Part 70 Permits

1. Data element 3. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 provided
several detailed scenarios, asking EPA to further clarify this data
element, particularly with respect to extended permits.

Data element‘3. The Permitting Authority’s comments on element 2.d
regarding tracking multiple permits issued to single sources also
applies to element 3. ’

Response: EPA believes that the current description of this data
element, as well as the description of extended permits in data element

6.b, is sufficient.

However, we have further clarified that Permitting Authorities should
only count currently active permits. Permitting Authorities should not
count part 70 permits that are no longer in effect, including, for
example, sources that have shutdown, sources that have obtained
permits with synthetic minor restrictions such that the sources no
longer meet the applicability criteria of 40 CFR Part 70, etc. EPA
notes that the procedures for rendering part 70 permits no longer
effective may vary, depending on the specific Permitting Authority’s
requirements.

See response C.3 above addressing the comment of the Permitting
Authority from EPA Region 5.

E. Data Element 4: Timeliness of Initial Permits
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1. . Data Element 4. On the February 2006 STAPPA conference call,
several Permitting Authorities expressed concern regarding the need for
this data element.

Response: These data elements will allow EPA to track the annual
measures that EPA and OMB agreed to in the PART review of the title V
program completed in December 2005. The PART review is an OMB
requirement for each federal agency (over 700 agencies have been
"PARTED" to date). This review requires both long-term and annual
measures to track success of the program in meeting its goals. Although
the long-term measures are still under development, the annual measures
are included in the TOPS system to facilitate reporting and handling of
the data. :

2. Data Element 4.a. Several Permitting Authorities requested
clarification regarding whether “complete application” referred to
administrative or technical completeness.

Response: EPA has modified these data elements to refer to an
vadministratively complete application.” Section 70.5(a)(2) provides
that the operating permit program include “criteria and procedures for
determining in a timely fashion when applications are complete.”
Pursuant to 40 CFR 70.7(a) (4), the Permitting Authority must ‘promptly
provide notice to the applicant of whether the application is :
complete. ” Section 70.7(a) (4) further provides that “[u]nless the
permitting authority reguests additional information or otherwise
notifies the applicant of incompleteness within 60 days of receipt of
the application, the application shall be deemed complete.” -

The 18 month time period for processing permit applications begins upon
receipt of an administratively complete application. See, e.g.,
70.7(a)(2); 57 FR 32272 (July 21, 1992). In July 1995, EPA issued
guidance on the issue of completeness determinations. See White Paper
for Streamlined Development of Part 70 Permit Applications (White Paper:
1), July 10, 1995, at 19-20. EPA refers Permitting Authorities to that
guidance which addresses administratively complete applications.

Some Permitting Authorities have expressed concern that the need for
additional information from an applicant after an application is deemed
administratively complete can affect permit issuance rates. .If this is
an issue, Permitting Authorities may choose to provide information in
data element 9 pertaining to the initial permits that were not
finalized within 18 months of receipt of an administratively complete
application due to reguests. for additional information. For purposes of
reporting under these TOPS data elements, requests for additional
information made after a finding of completeness (or after an
application is deemed complete under 40 CFR 70.7(a)(4)) do not restart
the 18-month clock.

3. Data Elements 4.a and b. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5
requested additional clarification regarding when to count applications
as “initial”, for sources that had previously been issued state only or
synthetic minoxr permits, or for sources whose previous permits had

lapsed.

Response: For TOPS tracking purposes, initial permits are permits that
are issued to any source that has become subject to part 70 for the
first time, or any source that comes back into the part 70 program
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after a period of not being subject. If a previous permit has lapsed,
the part 70 applicability status of the source--not the status of the
previous permit--should be used to determine whether the subsequently
issued permit is an initial or a renewal part 70 permit. For example,
if a source’s previous part 70 permit expired because the source did
not submit a timely and complete renewal application, the subseguently
issued part 70 permit is still considered a renewal permit because the
source remained subject to part 70. Another example is where a source
has an expired synthetic minor permit and applies for a part 70 permit.
For TOPS purposes, this application would be considered an “initial”
application. Permitting Authorities should determine the part 70
status of sources when calculating the TOPS data elements. Permitting
Authorities may also wish to provide additional information in data
element 9 to address any specific situations and to describe related
state/local program requirements, as needed. )

4. Data Element 4.c. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 suggested
removing the percentage calculation element because it is irrelevant
and may be misinterpreted as representing the overall ability of a
permitting authority to adequately implement the Part 70 program. The
Permitting Authority agrees that data elements 4.a and 4.b are useful
for identifying the split of permits that did and did not meet the
processing deadline. ’

Response: EPA agrees that it 1s not necessary for Permitting
Authorities to provide the percentage calculation of initial permits
issued timely within the 6 month reporting period, and has removed data
element 4.c. However, please note that EPA has agreed to provide OMB a
national percentage of timely issued initial permits as part of the
DART review process. Therefore, EPA will be calculating the national
percentage, based on the information Permitting Authorities provide in
data elements 4.a and 4.b. Note also that the national target for the
percentage of timely issued initial permits has changed from 100% to
87% for fiscal year 2007, pursuant to discussions with OMB.

F. Data Element 5: Total Outstanding Initial Part 70 Applications and
Synthetic Minor Requests

1. Data Element 5.a. Several Permitting Authorities requested
clarification regarding whether “complete application” referred to
administrative or technical completeness.

Data Element 5.a. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 provided
several detailed questions, asking EPA to further clarify this data
element.

Response: EPA has revised this data element to refer to
radministratively complete” initial Part 70 permit applications. See
the discussion in section E.2 above. In addition, EPA has revised the
element to remove the phrase “sources expected to obtain a part 70
permit”, as some Permitting Authorities found the term “expected”
confusing. FEPA also removed a redundant sentence in the information
section .of the chart.

The purpose of this data element is to identify the initial part 70
permit application backlog. As discussed in section E.3. above, for
TOPS purposes, Iinitial applications are applications for sources that
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are subject to part 70 for the first time, or any source that comes
back into the part 70 program after a period of not being subject. Due
to the structure of the commenter’s permitting program, this Permitting
Authority may be grouping part 70 and other types of permits together
in determining “initial” or “renewal” status. States should determine
the part 70 status of sources when calculating the TOPS data elements.

The initial part 70 permit application backlog element only tracks
pending applications that have not yet been acted on. For example,
once a Permitting Authority issues a part 70 permit-even if that action
occurred more than 18 months after receipt of an administratively
complete application--that application is no longer counted in this
data element.

2. Data element 5.b. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 commented
that definition of the sources captured by this data element may need
some clarification. The Permitting Authority suggests that
applications submitted before 1997 be reported separately from more
recent applications received more than 18 months ago. ’

Data element 5.b. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 6 commented
that they do not categorize minor source permit applications into those
that would/would not be Title V without permit restrictions.

Data element 5.b. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 provided
several detailed questions, asking EPA to further clarify this data
element. ’

Response: EPA has decided to remove data element 5.b. This element
was intended to capture the synthetic minor application backlog for
part 70 sources seeking to avoid the part 70 program. However, EPA
found it difficult to define this element in a way that would
adequately address Permitting Authorities’ varied programs, and as a
result many found the data element confusing. Data element 2.b still
captures information regarding sources seeking to avoid part 70, which
EPA will use for national program oversight. Permitting Authorities
should be prepared to provide additional information regarding these
sources, if necessary for individual program oversight.

3. Data element 5.d. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 commented
that there are so many variables in determining the different time
clocks for the State’s combined New Source Review/part 70 permit
issuance timelines, it would be complicated to report on this data
element.

Data element 5.d. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 suggested
striking this metric. To ensure consistency and reduce workload and
confusion, the State suggests all Permitting Authorities report
consistently nationwide based on the 40 CFR Part 70 reguirements.

Data element 5.d.2. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 6 commented
that the synthetic minor restriction number would always be zero for
that Permitting Authority, as addressed in section 2.b comments above.

Response: EPA agrees that reporting based on Permitting Authority-
specific timelines may be difficult to manage as a national TOPS data
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element due to the many varied requirements across the country.
Although EPA is removing this data element from TOPS, EPA may
nonetheless request this information as necessary for individual part
70 program oversight. ’

G. Data Element 6: Outstanding Renewal Permit Actions

1. Data Elements 6.a and 6.b. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5
asked for clarification on the word “addressed,* when referring to
vexpired permits addressed through consent orders or other enforcement
mechanisms.”

Data Elements 6.a and 6.b. A Permitting Aﬁthority in EPA Region 5
asked for clarification regarding determining whether an application is
timely, i.e., application received date vs. postmark date.

Response: These requirements may vary, depending on factors outside of
the part 70 program. For purposes of TOPS reporting, Permitting
Authorities should count all expired permits for those sources that
meet the applicability requirements of 40 CFR 70.3, even if a source is
still complying with the expired permit for other purposes, such as to
meet the terms of a consent order. With respect to determining timely
application status for purposes of TOPS reporting, Permitting
Authorities should consider relevant state administrative requirements,
such as considering postmark dates, when making this determination.

2. Data Element 6.a. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 6 commented
that it does not track this information, but checks for expired permits
through annual inspections for all part 70 sources. The Permitting
Authority can provide the number of enforcement actions for expired
permits. '

Data Element 6.a. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 commented
that this element is complicated because it requires identifying the
null case where no application has been received. The Permitting
Authority also requested clarification on several detailed permitting
scenarios.

Response: EPA acknowledges that Permitting Authorities may have to
update their tracking systems in response to the changes to TOPS.
Permitting Authorities should be able to determine permit expiration
dates for each permit. This should not be unduly burdensome, as most
part 70 permits have a fixed 5 year term. Permitting Authorities that
are not currently tracking permit expiration dates may need to either
add this tracking element or they may be able to calculate it based on
permit issuance dates.

EPA disagrees that tracking expired permits is complicated. Because
most permits have a fixed 5 year term, it is a straightforward matter
to determine when the 5 year term has ended. Further, because
Permitting Authorities should also be tracking permit renewal
applications, it should not be difficult to remove from a preliminary
count of potentially expired permits those sources that have submitted
timely and administratively complete renewal applications..

The Region 5 Permitting Authority’s detailed questions again pertain to
the interrelated structure of their permitting programs. Permitting

- 10 -
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Authorities should determine the part 70 status of sources when
calculating the TOPS data elements. For example, this Permitting
Authority refers to part 70 applications for a source previously
subject to a state permit program as renewal applications. For
purposes of TOPS, these are considered initial part 70 applications and
would not be counted in this data element.

3. Data element 6.b. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 6 commented
that it does not track extended permit information, and uses annual
inspections to assure timely renewals.

Data element 6.b. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 requested
clarification on several detailed permitting scenarios.

Response: EPA acknowledges that Permitting Authorities may have to
update their tracking systems in response to the changes to TOPS. In
addition to TOPS tracking, Permitting Authorities should be able to
identify extended part 70 permits for the purposes of managing their
own permit issuance workloads and priorities. Once Permitting
Authorities determine the expired permit information for element 6.a,
they will also be able to identify the extended permit information in
element 6.b.

The Region 5 Permitting Authority’s detailed questions again pertain to

the interrelated structure of their permitting programs. Permitting f
Authorities should determine the part 70 status of sources when

calculating the TOPS data elements. EPA will work with this Permitting

Authority if necessary to address any outstanding questions.

H. Data Element 7: Timeliness of Significant Modifications

1. Data element 7. Several Permitting Authorities reguested
clarification regarding administrative versus technical completeness.

Response: As addressed above in section E.2, EPA has clarified this
data element to refer to administrative completeness.

2. Data element 7.c¢. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 suggested
striking the percentage timely calculation because it is irrelevant and
may be misinterpreted as representing the overall ability of a
permitting authority to adequately implement the Part 70 programn.

Response: EPA agrees that it is not necessary for Permitting
Authorities to provide the percentage calculation of significant
modifications issued timely within the 6 month reporting period, and
has removed data element 7.c. However, please note that EPA has agreed
to provide OMB a national percentage of timely issued significant :
modifications as part of the PART review process. Therefore, EPA will ;
be calculating the natidnal percentage, based on the information §
Permitting Authorities provide in data elements 7.a and 7.c. Note that !
the national target for the percentage of timely issued significant :
modifications has changed from 100% to 94% for fiscal year 2007,

pursuant to discussions with OMB. :

Also see the response below in section I.2, regarding an addition to
data element 7. .

- 11 -
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T. Data Element 8: Outstanding Significant Permit Modifications

1. Data element 8. Several Permitting Authorities requested
clarification regarding administrative versus technical completeness.

Response: As addressed above in section E.2, EPA has clarlfled this
data element to refer to administrative completeness.

2. Data element 8.b. A Permitting Authority in EPA Region 5 suggested
striking this metric, consistent with their comments on element 5.d. ’
To ensure consistency and reduce workload and confusion, they suggest
all Permitting Authorities report based on the 40 CFR Part 70
requirements.

Data element 8.b. A Permitting Authorxity in EPA Region 5 reqguested
clarification regarding how to calculate their specific deadlines for
merged New Source Review/part 70 applications. In addition, the
Permitting Authority requested clarification regarding whether EPA
wants information pertaining to the 40 CFR 70.7(e) (4} (ii) requirement
that the majority of significant permit modification reviews be
completed within 9 months. .

Response: EPA agrees that reporting based on Permitting Authority-
specific timelines may be difficult to manage as a national TOPS data
element dué to the many varied requirements across the country.
Although EPA is removing this data element from TOPS, EPA may
nonetheless request this information as necessary for individual part

70 program oversight.

EPA agrees that it would be useful to collect data pertaining to the 9
month significant permit modification provision in 40 CFR
70.7(e) (4) (ii). We have expanded data element 7 to capture the number
of significant modifications finalized during the 6 month reporting
period that were issued within 9 months. Because data element 7
already requires Permitting Authorities ‘to calculate similar
significant modification data, this addition is not overly burdensome.
Note, however, that the 9 month 1ssuance data is not a PART reporting

requirement.
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This information request is authorized pursuant to the Information Collection Request for Part 70 Operating
Permit Regulations, EPA Number 1587.06, OMB Number 2060-0243; April 2004.

[JJanuary 01 — June 30, | OJuly 01 — December 31,

*Report due July 31* *Report due January 31*

= DataElenien

1. Outstanding
Permit
Issuance

a) Number of final actions:

b) Total commitment
universe:

c¢) Date commitment

completed (if applicable):

Total final actions on Permitting Authority-specific
permit issuance commitments (i.e., agreements by
the Permitting Authority to complete action on initial
permits within a specified time-frame, such as
agreements related to the 2001 citizen comments).

If the Permitting Authority does not have a
commitment, enter “not.applicable” in 1(a) and 1(b).

2. Total Current
Part 70
Source
Universe and
Permit
Universe

a) Number of active part 70
sources that have
obtained part 70 permits,
plus the number of
active part 70 sources
that have not yet
obtained part 70 permits:

The total current part 70 source universe includes all
sources subject to the Permitting Authority’s part 70
program applicability requirements (i.e., provisions
comparable to §70.3).

In 2.a), count all active sources that either have
obtained or will obtain a part 70 permit. EPA expects
that this data will be primarily based on the Permitting
Authority’s application and permit tracking information.
If, however, the Permitting Authority is aware of part 70
sources that are not yet captured by application or
permit information, count those sources as well.

Do not count sources that are no longer subject to part
70, such as sources that have shut down, or become
natural minors or synthetic minors, and do not have an
active part 70 permit.

Do not double count sources included in 2.b).
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Total Current
Part 70
Source
Universe and
Permit
Universe

(Continued)

b) Number of part 70
sources that have
applied to obtain a
synthetic minor
restriction in lieu of a
part 70 permit, and the
part 70 program’s permit
application due dates for
those sources have
passed:

Element 2.b) is intended to capture the universe of
part 70 sources that are seeking synthetic minor
restrictions in lieu of part 70 permits, but haven't
received those restrictions before becoming subject
to the part 70 program’s permit application
requirements. [f the part 70 applications don’t readily
identify sources seeking such restrictions, the
Permitting Authority may include those sources in
2.a), and need not break them out here. However,
EPA expects Permitting Authorities to consider
pending synthetic minor requests not addressed in
part 70 applications to calculate this portion of the
part 70 source universe.

Count sources that currently meet the part 70
program’s applicability requirements, their part 70
application due dates have passed, and they have
requested but not yet received synthetic minor
restrictions in lieu of a part 70 permit (or permit
renewal).

Also count active sources whose synthetic minor
restrictions have expired (i.e., no synthetic minor
restrictions are currently in place, even though they
may be eligible for such restrictions) and are past
their part 70 program’s application due date.

Do not count sources that have active synthetic minor
restrictions and are no longer subject to part 70.

Do not double count sources included in 2(a).

¢) Total number of current
part 70 sources (a+b):

d) For permitting
authorities that issue
multiple part 70 permits
fo a single source: total
number of active part 70
permits issued, plus part
70 permits applied for:

For Permitting Authorities that issue multiple part 70
permits to a single source, and these permits are
issued and tracked separately, report the total permit
universe, including # of active part 70 permits issued
(element 3 below), plus permits applied for (based on
pending applications). This information is for
correlating data when the Permitting Authority’s part
70 permit universe may be greater than the part 70
source-universe.

For Permitting Authorities that do not issue muitiple
permits to a single source, or for those that issue and
track multiple permits issued ta a'source on a
source-wide basis, enter “not applicable” in 2.d).
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¢ This element includes all active initial and renewal part

3. Total Active Total number of active part 70 permits issued by the permitting authority. Do not
Part 7_0 70 permits: count inactive permits, i.e., permits that are no longer
Permits in effect due to source shutdown, synthetic minor

restrictions, etc. Note: the procedures for rendering
part 70 permits no longer effective may vary,
depending on the part 70 program.

¢ Do not count both initial and renewal permits (or prior
renewal and current renewal permits) issued to the
same source; i.e., do not double count.

e Count permits that have been extended (see 6.h.
below), but do not count permits that have expired, or
have been voided, revoked, etc.

e Count each source covered by a general permit
separately for this data element. If a single source has
several general permits and/or source specific permits,
refer to the information for permitting authorities that
issue multiple part 70 permits to a single source.

e For permitting authorities that issue multiple. part 70
permits to a single source and included information in
element 2(d), count each permitted portion of the
source separately for this element. This distinction is
for correlating this data element with-the permit
universe information in element #2(d).

4. Timeliness of | a) Total number of initial o This data element tracks the initial part 70 permits
Initial Permits part 70 permits issued issued as final (e.g., not draft or proposed) during the 6
(PART during 6 month reporting month reporting period covered by this report, and

whether they were issued within 18 months of receipt

element) period: of an administratively complete application.
e For TOPS purposes, initial permits are permits that are
issued to any source that has become subject to part
70 for the first time, or any source that comes back into
the part 70 program after a period of not being subject.
o If no initial permits were issued during the 6 month
reporting period, report “zero” in 4(b}), and “not
applicable” in 4(a).
_ ¢ Start the 18-month clock on the submittal date of an
b) Number of initial part 70 administratively complete application. For purposes
permits finalized during 6 of this data element, do not stop or restart the 18
month reporting period month clock for additional information submitted after
that were issued within the application is deemed administratively complete.
18 months:

» For permitting authorities that issue multiple part 70
permits to a single source and included information in
2(d), count each permitted portion of the source
separately for this element. This distinction is for
determining individual permit timeliness.
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5. Total
Outstanding
Initial Part 70
Applications

The number of active initial
part 70 applications
older than 18 months:

¢ This element tracks all active, administratively
complete initial part 70 permit applications that the
permitting authority has not taken final action on within
18 months of receipt of the administratively complete
application. Do not stop or restart the 18 month clock
for additional information submitted after the
application is deemed administratively complete.

¢ For TOPS purposes, initial part 70 applications are
applications for sources that are subject to title V for
the first time, or for any source that comes back into
the title V program after a period of not being subject.
Do not include renewal applications.

« Include all current outstanding initial applications,
including those that may also be tracked in data
element #1.

» Do not count initial applications the Permitting
Authority has taken final action on.

6. Outstanding
Renewal
Permit
Actions

a) Total number of expired
permits for active part 70
sources:

e This data element tracks the total number of expired
permits for active part 70 sources. Part 70 permits
expire after 5 years if the sources do not submit timely
and complete renewal applications, or if they have lost
their application shield by not timely responding fo
additional requests for information.

» Include expired pemmits that have been addressed
through consent orders or other enforcement
mechanisms. Expired permits can be further
addressed in the “Additional Information” element.

¢ Do not include permits that have expired because the
source is no longer subject to Title V; i.e., they have
shutdown or have received synthetic minor restrictions.

For permitting authorities that issue muitiple part 70
permits to a single source and included information in
2(d), count each expired permit separately.
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Outstanding b) Total number of active

Renewal permits with terms ¢ This data element tracks the total number of active

Permit extended past 5 years: permits that have been extended past the original 5

Actions year permit term. Part 70 permits or permit conditions
are extended beyond the original 5 year term when

(Continued) sources submit a timely and complete renewal

application (and any timely and complete additional
information requested by the permitting authority), but
the permitting authority has not yet issued a renewal
permit.

¢ Count all extended permits, including extended permits
for sources that submitted timely and complete
renewal applications within the last 18 months.
Pending applications that are less than 18 months old
can be further addressed in the “Additional Information’
element.

¢ Do notinclude inactive extended permits, i.e., when a
subsequent permit renewal has been issued or a
source is no longer subject to part 70.

¢ Do not include “expired part 70 permits” that have
been addressed through consent orders or other
enforcement mechanisms. Count expired permits in
6(a). :

s For permitting authorities that issue muitiple part 70
permits to a single source and included information in
2(d), count each extended permit separately.
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7. Timeliness of | a) Total number of ¢ This data element tracks the number of significant
Significant significant modifications modifications i‘ssued as final (e.g., ngt draft.or
Modifications issued during 6 month proposed) during the 6 month reporting period. It also
(PART reporting period: Fracks th(_a qumber of those mod!flcatlons that were
element - a : issued within 18 months of receipt of an

administratively complete significant modification
and b only) application, and also the number that were issued
within 9 months. Note that 7(c) is a subset of 7(b).

b) Number of significant « If no significant modifications were issued during the 6
modifications finalized month reporting period, report “zero” in 7(a) and “not
during 6 month reporﬁng applicable” in 7(b) and 7(0)

period that were issued

within 18 months: « Start the application clock on the submittal date of an

administratively complete significant modification
application. Do not restart the clock for additional
information submissions.

c} Number of significant
maodifications finalized
during 6 month reporting
period that were issued
within 9 months:

8. Outstanding Total number of active ¢ This element tracks all active, administratively
Significant significant modification complete significant permit modification applications
Permit applications older than 18 that the permitting authority has not taken final action
Modifications | months: on within 18 months of receipt of the administratively

’ complete application.

* Do not stop or.restart the 18 month clock for
additional information submitted after the application
is deemed administratively complete.

« Do not count significant modification applications the
Permitting Authority has taken final action on.

9. Comments Permitting authorities may provide any additional
and information in this section. For example, a permitting
Additional authority may address data changes, data management
issues, general permits, multiple permits issued to single

Ihformatlon stationary sources, synthetic minor information, additional

relevant data, etc.
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